
From: "Hunter, Christopher" <Hunter.Christopher@epa.gov>
To: "Hodgkiss, Miranda" <Hodgkiss.Miranda@epa.gov>

Date: 5/1/2018 10:58:18 AM
Subject: RE: Following up on Deschutes

Thanks for the detailed response Miranda. Sorry to hear that the briefing has been rescheduled again, 
and I’ll check with Jim about the decision document – he’s been pretty busy this week already, so it may 
have slipped through the email cracks.

Chris

Chris Hunter

202.566.1454

Watershed Branch, Office of Water

US Environmental Protection Agency

From: Hodgkiss, Miranda 
Sent: Tuesday, May 1, 2018 1:52 PM
To: Hunter, Christopher <Hunter.Christopher@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Following up on Deschutes

Hi Chris,

I’ll try to answer your questions in order.

1. There are not 73 different waterbodies – Washington Department of Ecology breaks them out by 
segment and pollutant according to their listing ID. So there are 73 unique listing IDs. As for waterbodies, 
there is the Deschutes River and a handful of tributaries, each of which may be further segmented out. 
Each segment may or may not have impairments for one or more pollutant. That becomes difficult to 
track though, because of the unique listing IDs. If you’d like to explore further, Ecology has a mapping 
website that shows you the impairments. https://fortress.wa.gov/ecy/waterqualityatlas/StartPage.aspx On 
there, you can see the Assessment Unit IDs, which should be unique to each water segment. I haven’t 
had the time to pair the AU IDs with the listing IDs to see how it all fits together. I’m attaching the 2015 
submittal and will share with you our draft decision document on OneDrive. In the decision document, you 
will see a table of the waterbody-pollutant pairs. 
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